The argument of this paper focuses on a quite common situation for the border region between the Republic of Venice and the Ottoman Empire: a dual social status of the people living in that area. The main characters are the Morlachs, a marginal social group identified through the Venetian eyes with the people arriving from the inner provinces of the Ottoman Balkans. The space and time of the argument is shaped by the hinterland of Trogir (Traù) and the wars of 1537-1540, and the war of Cyprus (1570 Cyprus ( -1573 . The duality of the Morlachs status is given equally by the political interests manifested in Dalmatia by the Ottoman Empire and Venetian Republic, and by the specific life-style of the Morlachs. The documents I choose to invoke allow us to learn how the Morlachs interfere in the border negotiations between the two powers and also to discover more about the Morlach communities from Dalmatia during the 16 th century. Given the lack of unity in defining the Morlachs, it appears still necessary to explain who the Morlachs of the 16 th century were. Since the first reference in the sources in the middle of the 12 th century 1 , the Morlachs have been known for a specific lifestyle: they are semi-nomadic shepherds, good soldiers, if there is a nobleman willing to pay them, and skillful caravan merchants. Also known is the fact that the Morlachs lived in small familial communities, trusted their own leader, who was usually the oldest man in the community, and they respected mostly their own rules 2 . According to the earlier sources they were Orthodox by religion and Vlachs by ethnicity 3 . These two last aspects are the most uncertain and difficult to describe or explain if someone wants to know more about them. Instead, one can understand why it is so difficult. For that we have to keep in mind frequent changes of political influences (different administrative organizations, various influences: Hungarian, Byzantine, Italian, 1 The Morlachs were mentioned for the first time by the anonymous presbyter from Dioclea in the second half of 12 th century. In his chronicle of Slavs, this anonymous presbyter comments on the beginning of the Bulgarian invasion in the Balkan Peninsula named "Latin Provence as it was named by the Romans, or Morovlachi, which is the name for black Latins". This is for the first time the name of the Morlachs is used to describe a population of Latins, other than Italians, Latins themselves. In: Presbyter Diocleatis, Regnum Slavorum, in: I. G. Adriarum und Venedig (13. 18 Jahrhundert) , Verlag der Österreichischen Akademie der Wissenschaften, eds. G. Ortalli, O. J. Schmitt, Wien 2009, pp. 271-286. and Venetian), the migrations caused by the late influx of Slavs arriving in the Balkan Peninsula, and the geography of the area. The Morlachs appear on the scene of history in the context of the Bulgarian arrival south of the Danube. Put in movement by the Bulgarians, some of the Vlach groups headed west and arrived on the shore of the Eastern Adriatic 4 . The meaning of the name 'Morlach' for the Vlachs, functioning throughout the centuries on the slopes of the Dinaric Mountains, started to change. During the Hungarian rule over Dalmatia the equivalence between the terms 'Vlach' and 'Morlach' can be proven by documents issued for the same reasons by the Hungarians (Vlach name) and the Venetians (Morlach name). Starting with the arrival of the Ottomans in the south of Dalmatia and further toward north -west, the thesis can hardly be supported. The Ottoman expansion and the fall of Hungary (1526) made the Morlachs to be identified especially thanks to their lifestyle, and less through ethnical features. At least in the Venetian eyes the Morlach community can represent a mixture of Vlachs, Croatians, Serbs, Bosnians, etc., as long as they share a specific lifestyle. For the Venetian officials responsible for the administration of Dalmatia since 1409 (the conquest of Zadar/ Zara), being a Morlach meant that one must have arrived from beyond the flexible border, must not have had a good social condition (they were rather poor), had to practise sheep breeding, caravan commerce or be involved in paid military activities. If none of this worked and they were not recognized as Uskoks then a Morlach might have been as well the most feared theft, robber or killer.
The renewal of the Morlach population at the border region of Dalmatia, caused by the Ottoman expansion toward the coastal Dalmatian cities, accentuated equally the mixture of people identified with the Morlach name and the social implications of their presence. The difference between the Morlachs "our subjects" and the Morlachs "the subjects of Signor Turco (sudditi del Signor Turco)" is the main distinction, which can be made between the Morlach groups. Nevertheless, the Morlach presence is significantly felt in the local economy, agriculture, defensive system, demography, and in the development of the region. Unfortunately, the Morlach presence is perceived by local Venetian authorities, in most of the cases, like something that must be fixed. The Morlach problem and the solutions Venice found for it during period of peace, established in Dalmatia between Venice and the Ottoman Empire at the end of the war from 1537 to 1540, allowed Venice to transform the Morlachs into an advantage for her regional politics and for keeping to herself the control of the harbor cities of Dalmatia. In addition to that, the fact that there was no established and well-defined border until the middle of the 17 th century, the lifestyle of the Morlachs and the interests of the ruling powers placed these communities in the center of the border diplomacy.
The general context that places the Morlachs between the Ottomans and Venetians with a similar status of subordination is shaped by the period of peace established at the end of 1537-1540 war, peace that lasted until the Cyprus war in 1570. The Venetian defeat at Prevesa, by the end of this war, represents for Serenissima a big disadvantage in her negotiations for the border of Dalmatia 5 . With the treaty concluded, for the next thirty years Venice has to share with the Ottomans the commercial routes from the south Adriatic. This way, even the coastal cities of Dalmatia became very attractive to the Ottoman regional expansionistic policy. Therefore, there are two significant aspects that influenced the negotiations for the border: the Ottoman interest in having access to the Venetian city-ports from Dalmatia and the arduous Venetian administrative policy over a reduced but extremely important province with its hegemonic status in the Adriatic.
Even if both states, the Ottoman Empire and the Republic of Venice, manifested for a peaceful border and a good neighborhood 6 , the discussions reached only some approximate solutions. In the first place, Venice managed to settle on the abandoned border region of Zadar some of the immigrants who arrived from beyond the border, granting them lands, seeds, protection and exemption from the service on galleys 7 (it is worth to mention the case of the Istrian Morlachs brought to Dalmatia by Alvise Badoer in 1538 . The Morlachs were those who occupied these villages and lands during the military conflict and used it following their ancient customs: only in winter when they were looking for a milder clime for their herds. The problems appeared, however, after the war had ended. The Morlachs refused to give up their practice and their new homes, causing a conflictual situation in the process of the border negotiation. The Ottoman conquest of Clissa (Klis) in 1537 and the establishment of a sanjakat in the close neighborhood of the Venetian lands increased the Turkish influence in the region.
The difficulty in deciding the limits between the states is also proved by one letter received by Husref (Husrev), the sanjak of Bosnia, from Istanbul in 1531
10
. In this letter, the Sultan confirms the fact that Venice is the rightful owner of three border villages named Triloque, Radosich and Suhidol, from the hinterland of Trogir. Also, the Sultan does not deny that during the war some Ottoman subjects occupied the abandoned villages and used them for their own purpose. However, since the villages belonged to the Venetian town, according to some ancient Husref-beg was not to express any prejudice to the Venetian subjects and to keep a peaceful atmosphere in the region.
On the other side, Venice deals with the problem of villages occupied by Morlachs during the war by the Ottoman subjects in her own manner: Serenissima tries to transform them into land tenants of the Dalmatian landlord refugees inside the city. This way some of the nobles from Trogir chose to rent (affitare) their land to the Morlachs in exchange for some taxes and produce obligations. In order to exemplify these kind of actions it is worth to mention the document issued on 1 January 1534 12 by the chancellery of Trogir. At this time, Ioannes de Buffalis, Petro Alberto and Domenico de Andreis testified that Hieronimus Cippicus the son of Coriolani and Paulus Cippico, the son of Christophoro, both nobles from Trogir, had decided to give and approve of work, cultivation, plowing, seeding and grazing for unlimited time of the village named Radossich 13 . Those who rented the village and its fields were Morlachs from the family of Radoslavo Bubotus. This Radoslavo Bubotus, together with Joanni Vucassino, Petro Juanovich, Juray Radovanovich, Joanni Petrovich and Maroi Gliubisich, and their heirs agree to work the fields, build houses, and even to make a garden if they want and if they receive the approval of the landlord 14 . However, the main concern of the contract was represented by the agricultural activity, which had to be fulfilled by the Morlachs. For the right to live in the village and to use its fields, the Morlachs had to give to the landlords the sixth part of the cultivated grain, which had to be transported by personal means to the noble's house from Trogir, near the sea 15 . Also, the new tenants had some other kinds of obligations to fulfill for the village owners. Around Christmas the Morlachs from Radossich had to give to the landlord a buck for each house, a goat and a pig, and for the celebration of St. George a new cheese, which could be replaced with two loads of wood 16 . For establishing a good relation between the tenants and landlords, the Morlachs could choose their own leader (jupan or Zuppan), who had to observe the contract and the payments which had to be done. The contract also included a cancellation clause: the landlords could banish away from the village all those who did not pay the debts and the Morlachs were free to leave if they felt aggrieved 17 . Similar conditions are concluded for the rent of the village named Sbiche (Zbice) on 3 January 1534 18 . Matho Celio, the son of Casotti, Michaele Huoyniza and Sime testified that Hieronimis de Andreis, the son Joannis and his brother Iacobus had given this village to be worked, cultivated, ploughed, seeded and grazed for unlimited time 19 . The new tenants, the Morlachs family represented by Juaray Simonichi, received for himself and his relatives the village and the obligations. The first condition of this contract considers the cultivation and the harvest of cereals. The tenants could cultivate any type of cereal as long as the landlord received the sixth part of the production. The Jupan (zuppano) had to supervise the expenses (from the local incomes) and decide when the cereals were to be harvested; any cereal-cut done without his approval was punished with the seizure of the entire production. The produced grain had to be carried to the landlord's houses with the tenants' horses 20 . Considering the periodical gifts which had to be offered to the landlords this document sets the following: at Christmas each tenant house had to bring 6 loads of wood and all the heads of the sacrificed pigs; at Carnival each house had to send a good goat, at Easter a good lamb and at St. George a fresh new cheese 21 . If neither of these gifts could be offered the tenants had to give to the landlord the equivalent in aspers (aspri -Ottoman coin). This way, the equivalent for a pig is 15 aspers, a buck -30 aspers, a goat and a lamb 12 aspers each, and for the cheese -15 aspers 22 .
Except from the obligations of providing animal or cultivated products, the Morlach tenants had to live permanently in the village and had to assure its protection 23 . The landlords were free to banish them and the Morlachs were free to leave when something went wrong 24 . Interesting is the following requirement: the new tenants of the village had to confess, take communion and pay the usual debts to the landlord's priest 25 . During the following years, these kind of renting contracts did not present a desired situation. The fact that the Morlachs rented lands from the Dalmatians and had to pay debts to the Venetian authorities comes together with the fact that they had some obligations to fulfill as Ottoman subjects. There are not many cases, in which the Morlachs refused to pay the Venetian taxes, invoking the Haraç (tax) 26 they had to pay to the Ottomans (since they had lands to use and live on, they must have acted like any other Ottoman land owner and paid the required tax 27 ). However, the large number of letters exchanged between the Venetian authorities and the Ottoman ones until 1570 (the period of our research) informs us that the Morlachs almost never followed the requirements of the contracts. In fact, as the years went by the problem of the Morlachs living in the villages of Radossich, Triloque and Suchidol became a matter of understanding who is the rightful owner of the villages, Venice or the Ottoman Empire? The problem reached such an extent that it influenced the negotiations for the border in Dalmatia. The insubordination of the Morlachs and the Ottoman interest in gaining even more from the Dalmatian territory almost monopolized the letters sent from Trogir to Venice or Constantinople, from Venice to Klis or to Istanbul, as far as the subject of Dalmatia was concerned.
The difficulty in finding a solution influenced the count and captain of Trogir to make a detailed presentation of the problem. In his letter sent to the Venetian Senate on 7 May 1562 28 the count demanded that in the future the Morlachs, Ottoman subjects, could no longer be allowed to live and work the lands of Serenissima because they had brought only damages and had done only bad things 29 . The current conflicting situation started, according to the count's letter, at the end of the war of 1502, when the Turks had done a raid for plunder. Many of the ancient inhabitants fled to the fortified city of Trogir and others retreated to the mountains, abandoning the villages. These empty villages attracted the Morlachs, Ottoman subjects, who during the winter grazed their sheep flocks in the border ' 31 . In this context, the Morlachs seem to be the ones who arrived in Trogir to ask the count and captain for the right to live in those villages. To convince the Venetian official from Trogir, the Morlachs promised to pay the taxes in accordance with the legal demands and even to cultivate grain and to pay the tax named terratico delle biave (the tax for cereals), only to be allowed to live in those 3 villages and to feed their animals in the pasturelands of Trogir 32 . The count and some of the nobles accepted the Morlachs' proposal, established some rental contracts and lived together peacefully until 1546. In this year the things started to change, a certain Morlach family named Vratcovich refused to pay the Venetian taxes. The sanjak of Klis at that time, Abdi, tried to convince the Morlachs to pay the Venetian debts even at the threat of having them removed to the Ottoman border, and he obtained a temporal success 33 . Two years later, another Morlach, Alia Slavich, the tenant from Radosich refused to pay the terratic and other established gifts. In this case, also the Ottoman authorities intervened and applied the Ottoman solution for their removal to other places of the Ottoman Empire. In his letter, the count of Trogir enumerated also a few other Ottoman interventions, which were to convince the Morlachs to pay their debts to the people of Dalmatia. Until 1558 each of these letters confirm the appurtenance of the three abovementioned villages to Dalmatia 34 , but with the arrival of Ferhat beg as sanjak of Klis the problem became even more complicated. This new sanjak ordered the Morlachs not to pay any of the debts required by the ndlords from Trogir or by the Venetian authorities 35 . From that moment onwards the negotiation regarding the border in the hinterland of Trogir involved the Venetian ambassador in Constantinople (bailo a Costantinople) even more as he was charged with the procurement of the official documents confirming the status of villages from the hinterland of Trogir. The count's detailed report written in 1562 mentions that the original border demarcation contract established together with Husrefbeg was lost, but this did not mean that the Sultan could not issue a new official document to prove the Venetians right over the villages of Suchidol, Radossich and Triloque. Since the new sanjak supported the fact that the Morlachs could refuse to pay the Venetian taxes, the count decided to visit the villages and to observe with his own eyes the realities. Having arrived there he met Venetian subjects complaining about the Morlachs and the difficult relations existing between them. These Dalmatian inhabitants, subjects of Venice, asked the official from Trogir to banish the Morlachs and to definitely forbid their access to the Venetian region.
In May 1562 36 , a new letter sent by the count of Trogir to the Venetian Senate informed about the negotiations carried out at the local level with the Turks regarding the removal of the Morlachs from the Venetian vil- lages. The context is favorable for discussions because the Ottomans from Klis were expecting some products and merchandise to be delivered from the harbor of Split, via hinterland of Trogir. To obtain this merchandise, the sanjak renewed his promise about convincing the Morlachs to pay their obligations or to remove them. On the other hand, the count of Trogir continued to postpone the delivery of goods invoking his fear for the life of his people who would have to cross the region inhabited by the Morlachs 37 . Only when the sanjak had promissesd a safe trip for the delegates of the count of Trogir, the merchandises were delivered together with the nobles, Miser Pietro Chiudi and Miser Doymo Hipio. These nobles were prepared to discuss the Morlach problem with the sanjak of Klis, the sanjak of Cliuno, the dasdar of Cliuno and Hadar voyvode. The Ottoman hospitality and openness for discussions on the matter of the Dalmatian border seemed to lead to a positive answer for the Venetian authorities. The sanjak approved of convincing the Morlachs to pay the terratic and other obligations, and delegated Hadar voyvode to apply this decision. Unfortunately, the odds were not following the Venetian desire. In the exact moment (occorse in un momento gia a pena scritte li lettere) when the decision was put on papers, a messenger informed the sanjak that his and his men's presence is required urgently at the border with Hungary to stop the local uprising (of Croatians, Hungarians, etc.) 38 . In this context, the matter of the villages occupied by the Morlachs was postponed again. However, the sanjak ordered the dasdar of Klis to inform Zorzi Nenadich 39 about the Morlachs' obligation to pay the Venetian taxes. This time the Venetian local officials managed to obtain something more than recognition for their rights and promises. Again in 1566 40 the count of Trogir sent to Venice a new detailed letter about the matter of the villages from the Trogir's region. In addition to the usual chronological presentation of events, the description of the hinterland and the Morlachs' status in the relations with the Dalmatins, the count stressed the bad influence of Ferhat bey, sanjak of Klis, over the Morlachs. While convincing the Morlachs that the Venetian taxes did not have to be paid, the sanjak also encouraged them to extend their presence in the entire hinterland of Trogir, making damages in almost 4 out of 5 parts of this region 41 . Nothing was done from the Ottoman side to stop the Morlachs incursions, which every September affected the pasturelands, cereal fields, vineyards, and gardens. What was even worst was the presence of the Martolosses (some paid Ottoman soldiers, who had offensive and plunder duties), who mingled between the Morlachs and used to take young men as hostages to be sold as slaves on the Ottoman markets. New requests were made to find an appropriate solution for this problem. The increased Morlach damages and the fear spread by the Turkish soldiers left the local Venetian authorities without solutions, and the loss of a part of territory seemed to be imminent.
Even so, the intense negotiations between the Venetian Republic and the Ottoman Empire for the Dalmatian border managed to keep an approximately peaceful atmosphere; the war of 1570-1573 (Cyprus war) changed everything. The Morlachs status changed as well. If during the war period they were exempted from the rent payment 42 (or at least from the claim to have the rent paid), the new administrative context on the border established at the end of the war restarted the discussions about who had the right to use the lands of the villages of Radossich, Triloque and Suchidol, and consequently what the Morlachs had to pay or not. Until the end of Candian War (1645-1669), when the first international border was established in Dalmatia (linea Nani), there were no solutions for the problem of these three villages.
Seen from above, the case of the Morlachs from the hinterland of Trogir and the efforts of their settlement represent an example of border struggle in Dalmatia. Caused by the strong interests of Venice and the Ottomans, one can learn from this situation about the role played by the Morlachs. They appear as a key element in the regional, official discussions and as significant aspects in shaping the following central decisions. The Morlachs' lifestyle, even if the Venetian side of the border was used to settle and maybe assimilate them, proved to be a strong advantage for the Ottoman side, which used their seasonal movement to infiltrate the Venetian territory and to facilitate their offensiveness towards the Adriatic sea (as regional goal and reason for reward for the regional Ottoman officials). The Morlachs themselves seemed to fit quite well in these events. They could choose a side anytime; something which was favorable for them; they could or could not pay the obligations they were supposed to pay; they could cross the lands anytime they wanted, even if the damages left behind caused problematic negotiations; and they were more than welcome to live and use the abandoned lands and villages, as long as the Ottomans stayed away from the Venetian towns of Dalmatia. From a larger perspective, if one is to consider the aspects chosen to be established as base for the rental contracts, made between the Morlachs and the inhabitants of Trogir, we gain more useful information about defining this community. Even if this hypothesis requires many other arguments and examples to be presented, it appears that obligations such as the tax for the use of the Dalmatian pasturelands, specific part of the agricultural products obtained by the Morlachs (if they chose to practise agriculture), the animals they had to give to the landlords or the cheese they had to offer, are recurrent in the history of the Morlachs in the Western Balkans. To some extend it might be enough to mention the case of Paul Medossevaç, Morlach leader from the hinterland of Šibenik, who in 1441 concluded a contract with the count and captain of the Dalmatian city, according to which his Morlachs had to pay 65 ducats (auri boni et iusti ponderis) to sell their products only in Šibenik and to buy salt only from the city salines 43 46 in the first half of the 14 th century. According to this privilege the Vlachs who settled on the monastery's lands had to consider between their obligations, animals (sheep), sheep skins, the work on fields and the security of the community.
Whether or not this comparison is justified, the common elements confirm the pastoral tradition of the Dinaric Vlachs, which was transmitted to the Morlach communities of the 16 th century, even though its ethnical bonds suffered transformations. What remains in the 16 th century is the lifestyle example, which is important in understanding how the communities on a changeable border were perceived by the Dalmatian people and further, the Venetians. Seen through their sources, the Morlachs achieve their deserved place between those marginal communities, the history of which must be (re)written. 
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